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barrels of oil on a market already awash with
oversupply.

Congress created the Reserve in 1975 to
avoid the devastating effects on our national
security and our economy that could be
caused by the kind of shortages that occurred
when other oil-producing countries stopped
producing in order to drive up the price of oil
and gas.

Last year, Congress directed the DOE to
sell over $200 million worth of oil—essentially
covering the cost of operating the Reserve.
But shouldn’t we think about the wisdom of
proceeding with this plan at this time?

Isn’t it foolish to liquidate federal oil reserves
now, when oil and gas are selling at very low
prices? Even if the price of oil rebounds this
year, we would still be selling these federal
assets for far less than the $27 to $30 per
barrel it cost us to acquire them. Secretary of
Energy Federico Pena agrees, noting, ‘‘This is
the worst time to be selling oil out of the Stra-
tegic Petroleum Reserve.’’ Good economics
would suggest that we buy oil for the Reserve
now—not sell it.

On March 26, the Senate accepted an
amendment to its supplemental appropriations
bill to rescind the sale. The House bill passed
earlier this week does not rescind the sale. On
behalf of taxpayers who stand to lose millions
is this unwise liquidation proceeds, I would
hope that the House conferees will accept the
Senate position in Conference.
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Mr. BOB SCHAFFER of Colorado. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to pay tribute to the Hon-
orable Fred and Mrs. Anne Anderson of
Loveland, Colorado. Fred and Anne are being
honored April 1 by the National Multiple Scle-
rosis with the 1998 Hope Award at the fourth
annual Dinner of Champions. April 1 is a very
special anniversary for the couple as this was
the date Fred proposed to Anne 44 years ago,
so it is especially poignant that the community
chose this date to honor this dedicated couple
for their volunteer service.

As residents of the community for four dec-
ades, and parents of four children, the Ander-
sons have spent an enormous amount of time
contributing to the political and local commu-
nity. To name just some of the organizations
they worked for include the Boy Scouts, their
children’s schools, youth football, church, li-
brary, McKee Medical Center, Rotary, Jay-
cees, PEO, and foundations.

Fred, who served in the Colorado State
Senate for 16 years, including a time as Sen-
ate President, is well known for his expertise
on Colorado water issues. His knowledge has
been invaluable to the citizens of the region
and state. Anne has served as co-chair of
United Way with Fred, and board member of
public television’s Channel 6. Together, they
signed up to work hard for the National MS
Society when one of their children, Kate, was
diagnosed with the disease, chairing the first
Dinner of Champions.

The Andersons are a good example of
Americans who are generous and caring.

‘‘They would do anything for any person who
needed a hand,’’ said Cindy Bean, develop-
ment manager for the National MS Society. As
a personal friend of the Andersons, I know this
statement to be true. Fred and Anne are two
people who are working to make this a better
world.
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Mr. SNOWBARGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in

support of this conference report. The United
Nations Reform Act is an important first step
in bringing this institution in line with what
America expects of it, and achieving the goals
of the Kassebaum-Solomon amendment which
began our withholding of a portion of our U.N.
dues. Last year, I introduced the United Na-
tions Accountability Act to force reforms at the
U.N. before any arrears could be paid to that
body. This measure would go far in accom-
plishing that goal by providing the funds in
three tranches, but payment of each tranche
would be contingent on certain specified re-
forms accomplished at the United Nations.

The U.S.’s dues assessment must be low-
ered from the current 25 percent to 22 percent
immediately, and to 20 percent by the year
2000. For too long, the U.S. has been paying
a disproportionate share of the U.N.’s ex-
penses, and other countries have been getting
off without paying their fair share.

The bill also requires that our assessment
for peacekeeping activities be reduced to 25
percent, and most importantly that our in-kind
military contributions to U.N. peacekeeping
missions be credited against our assessment.
Last year I supported an amendment by the
gentleman from Maryland—Mr. BARTLETT—to
require money we spent in the past for this
purpose be applied to our arrearage. Unfortu-
nately, a majority of the House opposed that
effort. I can understand why—the Administra-
tion promised and the Congress appropriated
this money without first demanding reimburse-
ment, and it would be difficult to retroactively
correct that foolish mistake. But we must
make sure that we get compensation in the fu-
ture. Administration officials and Members of
Congress must remember that it is not our
money they are promising to Kofi Annan, it be-
longs to the people of this country, and they
deserve full value for it.

There are other important institutional re-
forms in this bill that deserve our support.
There are procurement reforms that ensure
that contracts will be let fairly and openly and
not to the friends of the U.N. officials awarding
them. There will finally be a merit-based per-
sonnel system at the U.N. to end the rampant
cronyism there. The United States—as the
largest contributor to the U.N.—will be en-
sured of a seat on the U.N.’s budget commit-
tee. The bloated staffing levels will be cut. And
a report will be required on efforts to ensure
that our ally Israel has the same opportunity to
serve on the Security Council as every other
member state.

Now that the reforms have been required by
Congress, the next step must be enforcing

them. I must say that I would have preferred
the enforcement procedure of the United Na-
tions Accountability Act—requiring a second
vote by Congress to approve the reforms. In-
stead the Administration has to certify that the
U.N. has indeed made the required reforms—
not just making progress, but actually accom-
plishing them. Congress now has the duty to
keep both U.N. and the Administration honest.
I will do my best to do so, and if any certifi-
cation is made that is in conflict with the facts,
I will lead the effort to block further appropria-
tions.
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Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, today, I am intro-
ducing the Disabled Veterans’ Special Hous-
ing Improvements Act of 1998. This legislation
will provide our most severely disabled veter-
ans with a much needed increase in the
amount of the one-time grant they may re-
ceive in order to obtain or adapt special hous-
ing to meet their unique needs. Only a small
number of service-connected veterans are so
disabled that they qualify to receive a grant to
obtain suitable housing. Most are required to
use a wheelchair for mobility. During the past
ten years, the purchasing power of this grant
has been allowed to erode by almost one-
third.

The Disabled Veterans’ Special Housing Im-
provements Act of 1998 was prompted by a
call to my office from a severely disabled vet-
eran. This veteran reported that while he had
been approved for a one-time grant from the
Department of Veterans Affairs to modify his
home to meet the requirements of his service-
connected disabilities, the cost of the needed
adaptations far exceeded the amount of the
grant. There was a simple reason for this fact.
The grant amount for veterans which had
been regularly increased between 1969 and
1988 has been frozen since 1988.

The grant available under this program
amount is limited to 50% of the actual cost of
the modifications or purchase. Nonetheless,
almost 95% of the veterans who qualify for
this benefit receive the maximum grant. The
legislation I am introducing today makes up for
years of neglect. It will restore the purchasing
power of the grant to reflect the current cost
of housing. In order to avoid repeating the ne-
glect of the past ten years, the legislation will
also index the grant to the cost of new con-
struction in future years.

In addition, this legislation has been rec-
ommended by the Independent Budget and
the many veterans service organizations who
participate in preparing that document. Our
most severely disabled veterans have earned
the right to live in a safe, secure home, spe-
cially adapted to meet their needs. I urge my
colleagues to support this legislation.
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